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2a)^ This action is FINAL. 2b)D This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This office action is in response to a communication filed on 06/07/06. Claims 1-20 are 
pending. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments filed on 06/07/06 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

In view of the interview conducted on 05/19/06, the rejection of claims 1-3,15 and 18 
based on 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph is with drawn. However, the rejection of claims 1-7, 
15-16 and 18-19 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) is maintained and the arguments in this regard are 
addressed as follows. 

Applicant argues that the cited reference, Wataru et al. does not teach "canceling 
prohibition against the inputting canceller or an operation nullification cancel means that cancels 
prohibition against the inputting of the predetermined operation performed by the operator as the 
operator guidance if a predetermined period of time has elapsed since the prohibition against the 
inputting of the predetermined operation performed by the operator as the operator guidance". 
However as mentioned above Wataru teaches operating switching means (12, 13) for canceling 
prohibition condition, and discloses a discharge of transit operation with respect to a 
predetermined period of time. 
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Applicant argues that Wataru' s release switches (12, 13) are not automatic and the 
predetermined time mentioned is not the time elapsed right before the release of the switches (12, 
13). 

However, the claims as carefully interpreted by the examiner do not necessarily reflect 
any automatic transition from "operation nullification device" to "operation nullification 
canceller". Hence, given a broad nature of the claim language used in the claims, Wataru 
reference reads over the argued claims. 

Even if the claims reflect automatic transition, the examiner maintains that the previously 
presented argument still holds true. 

It would have been obvious to substitute an automated switching means for the manual 
switches (12, 13) of Wataru since it has generally been recognized that the use of a conventional 
control to automate a previously manual operation involves only routine skill in the art. In re 
Venner, 120 USPQ 193 (CCPA 1958). 

Moreover, One of ordinary skill in the art would have ascertained that automation with 
respect to switching involves elapsing of time before and after the use of automatic switches and 
hence would be obvious to set the desired interval of time. 

Applicant argues that Wataru et al does not teach an operation nullification device or 
operation nullification means that is constructed to judge whether or not the predetermined 
condition has been fulfilled depending on the number of dummy switches included in 
information displayed by the display device. Applicant further argues that Wataru does not teach 
judging whether or not a predetermined traveling condition related to operation of the vehicle has 
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been fulfilled, depending on the number of dummy switches included in information displayed 
by the display device 

However, as shown in the art rejection below, Wataru teaches a speed sensor (10) that 
judges the condition of the car with respect to a speed as shown in Drawing 1. Wataru also 
teaches a control device (ECU), which transmits a signal according to an actuation of a control 
unit (2) as well as receives an indicative data in order to make a display (1) perform (12 th 
paragraph, under "Detailed Description"). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to utilize a speed sensor (10) and a control device (ECU) as configured in drawing 1 
for the purpose of establishing a relationship between the condition of the car and the images on 
the display (see 12 th & 13 paragraphs under "Detailed Description"). 

Note that Wataru 5 s touch switches could be configured in any desirable format since that 
such a configuration is well known in the art. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-7, 15-16 and 18-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 



over Wataru et al. (Japanese Publication # 1 1-198745) 
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Regarding claim 1, Wataru et al. (hereinafter = Wataru) teaches a control apparatus for 
input screens that is installed in a vehicle (page 1, first paragraph under "DETAILED 
DESCRIPTION") and constructed to input predetermined operation performed by an operator 
based on information displayed by display device as an operator guidance and change 
information to be displayed by the display device upon input of the operator guidance (page 2, 
fourth & fifth paragraphs under "DETAILED DESCRIPTION", display screen (2a), control unit 
(2)), comprising: operation nullification device that prohibits the predetermined operation 
performed by the operator from being inputted as the operator guidance upon fulfillment of a 
predetermined traveling condition related to operation of the vehicle to prevent unsafe operation 
while the vehicle is traveling (see the abstract, where input operation by the driver is inhibited 
depending on a signal from car speed sensor (10)); and operation nullification canceller (Fig. 1 
(2) Fig. 7(12, 13)) that cancels prohibition against the inputting of the predetermined operation 
performed by the operator as the operator guidance (see the abstract where inhibition of the input 
operation is released, also see switches (12, 13)) if a predetermined time period has elapsed since 
the prohibition against the inputting of the predetermined operation performed by the operator as 
the operator guidance (page 4 first paragraph under "DETAILED DESCRIPTION starting from 
lines 5, discharge of transit compulsion with respect to predetermined period of time). 

However, Wataru 5 s release switches (12, 13) are not automatic and the predetermined 
time mentioned is not the time elapsed right before the release of the switches (12, 13). 
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It would have been obvious to substitute an automated switching means for the manual 
switches (12, 13) of Wataru since it has generally been recognized that the use of a conventional 
control to automate a previously manual operation involves only routine skill in the art. In re 
Venner, 120 USPQ 193 (CCPA 1958). 



Regarding claim 2, Wataru teaches the operation nullification device is constructed to 
judge whether or not the predetermined traveling condition has been fulfilled, depending on 
information displayed by the display device (page 3 third & fourth paragraphs under 
"DETAILED DESCRIPTION", Maine ECU 3 in steps 101-104). 

Regarding claim 3, Wataru teaches first operation device for performing the 
predetermined operation based on a first action made by the operator; and second operation 
device for performing the predetermined operation based on a second action made by the 
operator, the second action being different from the first action, wherein: the operation 
nullification device that judges whether or not the predetermined traveling condition has been 
fulfilled, depending on whether the predetermined operation is performed by the first operation 
device or by the second operation device (Page 4 first paragraph under starting lines 15 under 
"DETAILED DESCRIPTION"). 

Regarding claim 4, Wataru teaches a control apparatus for input screens that is installed 
in a vehicle (page 1, first paragraph under "DETAILED DESCRIPTION"), comprising: screen 
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controller that causes display device to display information including a plurality of dummy 
switches and changing the information displayed by the display device to information 
corresponding to the operated dummy switch (page 2 5 fourth & fifth paragraphs under 
"DETAILED DESCRIPTION", display screen (2a), control unit (2) and page 2, under 
"DETAILED DESCRIPTION" last two lines, control device 5-9 making a switch display); and 
operation nullification device that nullifies operation of the dummy switch (disabling touch 
switches page 3 lines 1-2 under "DETAILED DESCRIPTION" ) upon fulfillment of a 
predetermined traveling_condition related to operation of the vehicle and prohibits information 
displayed by the display device from being changed based on the operation to prevent unsafe 
operation while the vehicle is traveling(see the abstract, where input operation by the driver is 
inhibited depending on a signal from car speed sensor (10), and page 3 lines 1-2 under 
"DETAILED DESCRIPTION" ), wherein the operation nullification device is constructed to 
judge whether or not the predetermined condition has been fulfilled, depending on the number of 
dummy switches included in information displayed by the display device (page 3 lines 1-5 under 
"DETAILED DESCRIPTION", speed sensor (10)). 

Wataru does not specifically teach an operation nullification device or operation 
nullification means that is constructed to judge whether or not the predetermined condition has 
been fulfilled depending on the number of dummy switches included in information displayed by 
the display device. 

However, as shown in the art rejection below, Wataru teaches a speed sensor (10) that 
judges the condition of the car with respect to a speed as shown in Drawing 1. Wataru also 
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teaches a control device (ECU), which transmits a signal according to an actuation of a control 
unit (2) as well as receives an indicative data in order to make a display (1) perform (12 th 
paragraph, under "Detailed Description"). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to utilize a speed sensor (10) and a control device (ECU) as configured in drawing 1 
for the purpose of establishing a relationship between the condition of the car and the images on 
the display (see 12 th & 13 paragraphs under "Detailed Description"). 



Regarding claim 5, Wataru teaches operation nullification canceller that cancels 
nullification of operation of the dummy switch if a predetermined time period has elapsed since 
the start of nullification of the operation by the operation nullification device (see the abstract 
where inhibition of the input operation is released, also see switches (12, 13), and page 4 first 
paragraph under "DETAILED DESCRIPTION starting from lines 5). 

Regarding claim 6, Wataru teaches operation nullification canceller that cancels 
nullification of the operation of the dummy switch by the operation nullification device if the 
vehicle has stopped (see the abstract where inhibition of the input operation is released, also see 
switches (12, 13) and speed sensor (10)). 

Regarding claim 7, Wataru teaches first operation device for performing the 
predetermined operation based on a first action made by the operator; and second operation 
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device for performing the predetermined operation based on a second action made by the 
operator, the second action being different from the first action, wherein the operation 
nullification device is constructed to judge whether or not the predetermined traveling^condition 
has been fulfilled, depending on whether the predetermined operation is performed by the first 
operation device or by the second operation device((Page 4, first paragraph under starting lines 
15 under "DETAILED DESCRIPTION"). 

Regarding claim 15, Wataru teaches a control apparatus for input screens that is installed 
in a vehicle (page 1, first paragraph under "DETAILED DESCRIPTION") and constructed to 
input predetermined operation performed by an operator based on information displayed by 
display device as an operator guidance and change information to be displayed by the display 
device upon input of the operator guidance (page 2, fourth & fifth paragraphs under 
"DETAILED DESCRIPTION", display screen (2a), control unit (2)), comprising: operation 
nullification means for prohibiting the predetermined operation performed by the operator from 
being inputted as the operator guidance upon fulfillment of a predetermined traveling_condition 
related to operation of the vehicle to prevent unsafe operation while the vehicle is traveling (see 
the abstract, where input operation by the driver is inhibited depending on a signal from car 
speed sensor (10)); and operation nullification cancel means for canceling prohibition against the 
inputting of the predetermined operation performed by the operator as the operator guidance (see 
the abstract where inhibition of the input operation is released, also see switches (12, 13)) if a 
predetermined time period has elapsed since the prohibition against the inputting of the 
predetermined operation performed by the operator as the operator guidance (page 4 first 
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paragraph under "DETAILED DESCRIPTION starting from lines 5, discharge of transit 
compulsion with respect to predetermined period of time). 

However, Wataru's release switches (12, 13) are not automatic and the predetermined 
time mentioned is not the time elapsed right before the release of the switches (12, 13). 

It would have been obvious to substitute an automated switching means for the manual 
switches (12, 13) of Wataru since it has generally been recognized that the use of a conventional 
control to automate a previously manual operation involves only routine skill in the art. In re 
Vernier, 120 USPQ 193 (CCPA 1958). 

Moreover, One of ordinary skill in the art would have ascertained that automation with 
respect to switching involves elapsing of time before and after the use of automatic switches and 
hence would be obvious to set the desired interval of time. 

Regarding claim 16, Wataru teaches a control apparatus for input screens that is installed 
in a vehicle (page 1, first paragraph under "DETAILED DESCRIPTION"), comprising: screen 
control means for causing display device to display information including a plurality of dummy 
switches and changing the information displayed by the display device to information 
corresponding to the operated dummy switch (page 2, fourth & fifth paragraphs under 
"DETAILED DESCRIPTION", display screen (2a), control unit (2) and page 2, under 
"DETAILED DESCRIPTION" last two lines, control device 5-9 making a switch display); and 
operation nullification means for nullifying operation of the dummy switch (disabling touch 
switches page 3 lines 1-2 under "DETAILED DESCRIPTION" ) upon fulfillment of a 
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predetermined traveling condition related to operation of the vehicle and prohibiting information 
displayed by the display device from being changed based on the operation to prevent unsafe 
operation while the vehicle is traveling(see the abstract, where input operation by the driver is 
inhibited depending on a signal from car speed sensor (10), and page 3 lines 1-2 under 
"DETAILED DESCRIPTION" ), wherein the operation nullification means is constructed to 
judge whether or not the predetermined condition has been fulfilled, depending on the number of 
dummy switches included in information displayed by the display device(page 3 lines 1-5 under 
"DETAILED DESCRIPTION", speed sensor (10)). 

Wataru does not specifically teach an operation nullification device or operation 
nullification means that is constructed to judge whether or not the predetermined condition has 
been fulfilled depending on the number of dummy switches included in information displayed by 
the display device. 

However, as shown in the art rejection below, Wataru teaches a speed sensor (10) that 
judges the condition of the car with respect to a speed as shown in Drawing 1. Wataru also 
teaches a control device (ECU), which transmits a signal according to an actuation of a control 
unit (2) as well as receives an indicative data in order to make a display (1) perform (12 th 
paragraph, under "Detailed Description"). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to utilize a speed sensor (10) and a control device (ECU) as configured in drawing 1 
for the purpose of establishing a relationship between the condition of the car and the images on 
the display (see 12 th & 13 paragraphs under "Detailed Description"). 
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Regarding claim 18, Wataru teaches a control method for input screens that is installed in 
a vehicle (page 1, first paragraph under "DETAILED DESCRIPTION") and constructed to input 
predetermined operation performed by an operator based on information displayed by display 
device as an operator guidance and change information to be displayed by the display device 
upon input of the operator guidance (page 2, fourth & fifth paragraphs under "DETAILED 
DESCRIPTION", display screen (2a), control unit (2)), comprising the steps of prohibiting the 
predetermined operation performed by the operator from being inputted as the operator guidance 
upon fulfillment of a predetermined traveling condition related to operation of the vehicle to 
prevent unsafe operation while the vehicle is traveling (see the abstract, where input operation by 
the driver is inhibited depending on a signal from car speed sensor (10)); and canceling 
prohibition(Fig. 1 (2) Fig. 7(12, 13)) against the inputting of the predetermined operation 
performed by the operator as the operator guidance(see the abstract where inhibition of the input 
operation is released, also see switches (12, 13)) if a predetermined time period has elapsed 
since the prohibition against the inputting of the predetermined operation performed by the 
operator as the operator guidance(page 4 first paragraph under "DETAILED DESCRIPTION 
starting from lines 5, discharge of transit compulsion with respect to predetermined period of 
time). 

However, Wataru's release switches (12, 13) are not automatic and the predetermined 
time mentioned is not the time elapsed right before the release of the switches (12, 13). 
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It would have been obvious to substitute an automated switching means for the manual 
switches (12, 13) of Wataru since it has generally been recognized that the use of a conventional 
control to automate a previously manual operation involves only routine skill in the art. In re 
Venner, 120USPQ 193 (CCPA 1958). 

Regarding claim 19, Wataru teaches a control method for input screens that is installed in 
a vehicle (page 1, first paragraph under "DETAILED DESCRIPTION"), comprising the steps of 
causing display device to display information including a plurality of dummy switches and 
changing the information displayed by the display device to information corresponding to the 
operated dummy switch (page 2, fourth & fifth paragraphs under "DETAILED 
DESCRIPTION", display screen (2a), control unit (2) and page 2, under "DETAILED 
DESCRIPTION" last two lines, control device 5-9 making a switch display); judging whether or 
not a predetermined traveling^condition related to operation of the vehicle has been fulfilled, 
depending on the number of dummy switches included in information displayed by the display 
device to prevent unsafe operation while the vehicle is traveling(page 3 lines 1-5 under 
"DETAILED DESCRIPTION", speed sensor (10)); and nullifying operation of the dummy 
switch(disabling touch switches page 3 lines 1-2 under "DETAILED DESCRIPTION" ) upon 
fulfillment of a predetermined condition and prohibiting information displayed by the display 
device from being changed based on the operation(see the abstract, where input operation by the 
driver is inhibited depending on a signal from car speed sensor (10), and page 3 lines 1-2 under 
"DETAILED DESCRIPTION" ). 
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Wataru does not specifically teach an operation nullification device or operation 
nullification means that is constructed to judge whether or not the predetermined condition has 
been fulfilled depending on the number of dummy switches included in information displayed by 
the display device. 

However, as shown in the art rejection below, Wataru teaches a speed sensor (10) that 
judges the condition of the car with respect to a speed as shown in Drawing 1. Wataru also 
teaches a control device (ECU), which transmits a signal according to an actuation of a control 
unit (2) as well as receives an indicative data in order to make a display (1) perform (12 th 
paragraph, under "Detailed Description"). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to utilize a speed sensor (10) and a control device (ECU) as configured in drawing 1 
for the purpose of establishing a relationship between the condition of the car and the images on 
the display (see 12 th & 13 paragraphs under "Detailed Description"). 



Allowable Subject Matter 
4. Claims 8-14, 17 and 20 are allowed. 



Conclusion 

5. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 
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A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 



6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Abbas I Abdulselam whose telephone number is (571) 272-7685. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday from 9:00 A.M. to 5:30 P.M. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Richard Hjerpe can be reached on (571) 272-7691. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-2 1 7-9 1 97 (toll-free). 
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